Dear i-oUf I lTirV\ 4/W/79 

i>oii*t be ovorrfheliiKHi by cy lancy stationery* I use it for friends only* After service 
calls on oopiiMS oaohine* 

Tlioro is quite a stack of copying to be done here* Who© my vifo gets to it I*U 
enclose so::^ copies of Flil rooerds for you* Thero may be Innocont e^ptlanatian but tho 
records appear to bo unusual and by now I have road more than 100,CXX) pages of the FBI*8* 
In fact I hc.ve quite a f jw tliou&onu iiioru tlisn this figui^* 

If I CoKifltock I do not r»:'3ao?£b.ur 3\inu 



Other records make it clear that tbo FBI had a source inside your office* luaybo more 
^;xian one but at least one* pretty sure not bethell* Froin the rc-:crdB l*ve seen I“d 
guess it was someono not working on the 

As of n:y last information you wore a poHcnmaa and had gotten your promotioa to 
I* a jut:t lotting you kriow* . y 

I*m not eren asking you to respond* Eoweverf I have arranged for all iny records to 
be a public university archive and the orii’^inal copies of these records will be included* 
If thexc la anyt^dlng you would like included pleaae lot mo have it* I am not editiag 
or oeoaoririg ItLstory* 

^ Vhen I say inside rtource I don't mean jack Idartint who was in ro{:ulor touch with 
RogLs Konnady, or John 0* orge Wyatt# who wa.*^ also In touch with the FBI or any othors 
like thus* I mean pretty cJcwtrly staff* 

Despite serious circulatory problems first diagnosed in 1975# after tho damage was 
irroversible# I still get ip early* fioat momingn it makes mo think of Hew Orleans boenuse 
of a liJdJi/^ I aovor took time to indulge when ^ was there* As you may recall » I worked# 

A Washington FM station has on old-time jae?. program at 5 a*m*, and ^ listen to it* 



Oi.jierwlao I’ve i-ioard little* lesteiday I )uid a letter froia *'im -iirewa# Ma floolly 
paaiecl the Hiss* bars and lias opened an office in Laurel* 3ome laonthSf maybe a year 
00 f I ht»ord from tho kooky Turner woman# from Houston* Boforo that ^ heard from her" 
a number of times from tho Jail* Never could get a straight account of the 

chargsB but she did time* Wound up# as I recall# on the fun^y farm then# 

If y^u ever bos Fanner oudgebosr tell him what ho usy got a kick out off how his 

picture wound up in Fi]J files# First time I was there# Just before I was takro to the 

plans to return bonne# Peimei' took m to notao Oiswald plfiSes of Interest# ‘“oftt was Fona’s 
liabaoa# wliero he took Sotao '^olaroid shots for me# B1 KstupidoB Brlnguier ooine znmning 

out of his Joint anap)dng away from a half-croonh with a 35mm can?ra# Ho tock some to 

the FBI# with the claim# a unique '’complaint#” that I was taking pioturos of hia store# 
iuid tiro Fill accepted and filod t>*eci# I }is7v xeroxes# 



^po 



things arc goirve: well for you and your family# 



wishes# 






Serial 50CVWL in Volume 22 is of 1 2-10-71 • It is described as Memo, ^Wm to SAC, NO* 

Of the 13 pages 10 are provided* Claims are made. In blanket, to b7c,b7d, with no copies 
yj^huk H / 

of xne tnree pages j with obliteratfohs* rnere are other obliterations in the 10 pages 

Jj A^/»r fhc niJifSiftitirhpn Vyjiifj 

that are provided* * 

This record was added to the file because it relates to Serial 5004, of 5-8-^7* That 

is a rather long teletype, of 20 pages, indicated as "/Previously >^t)cessed*" Because it 

was to FBIHQ I had a search made of the FBIHQ records provided for that time period# 

No 20'fage teletype shows in the 105-62555 or 62-109060 files* Prom this it would 

appear t^iat again "previously ^P^cocessed" is FBI Orwellian usage for niniiicgi^'y hole* 

In an excess of caution I also had the Ruby and Commission (62-109Q2P) files cbeoked, 

along with the worksheets* Again no 20-page teletype* For the same date the ConuniBsion 

file^jnolds a Not Recorded Sei-ial reporting a nows story that Garrison would seek a Senate 

CXA probe, hardly properly filed under the Commission* It is of seven not 20 pages* 

The article is sad^d to repo!?r^4lii^ subpoenaelng of SA Regis Kennedy, not a Commission 

matter and i^t included in the proper files I*ve read^ out ^ C4A\ 

There is no reference in this teletype to the subject of 5004A, "Lt* RAYMOND CONSTOCK 

Information Concerning*" However, the only NO SA connected in any way with Comstock in 

the 10 pages provided is SA Regis Kennedy* 



The first page of the 1^10/71 LHM on Comstock notes only that he "SiiHVED AS INVESTIp- 

GATOR IN THE OFFICE OP District Attorney JDl CMmS&i beginning May, 1962" and that a 

"summary of the pertinent details found in the New Orleans Office files re* subject, Lt* 

RAYMOND CONSTOCK, New Orleans Pbllce Department" follows* (Caps in original*) 

The first page ttot follows is numbered 3* The first three paragraphs are obliterated 

under b7c and d claim* The 44 file number is not obliterated pripr to the second parar- 

graph* ^his leads to the belief that at least part must be reasonably segregable* 

The next two file numbers not obliterated are 80-267# and 80-267-1 376 *The first is 
* 

not attached, the second is* It is a news atoxy reporting that among ei^t policemen 
transferred to the DA*s office Raymond Comstock of tlie narcotics squad is one* 

What is a news clipping doing in an 80 file when it signifies "*^aboratozy rr search tm 



matters'*? Or a ;ccmx i>o added to 07-4715 when that signifies "Personnel liattcnit" the * 
indicat€*r **Apiilicant--relatjBd Classification?" 

If Comstock applied for a job with tho FBI there would be no privacy involved for 
all|/who knew him, including many police associates^ would know it* 

And then there i:; t)io D claim, which can indicate couxee or informant* 

^hich reminds me tliat on the first page, the printed form, there is added by hand 
"lco-697," which does not signify any known FBI file* 

Aside from scveixil citations there arc next two 46 referenoea* For 313 the 

claim is made to both exemptioc^ for 3H to C only* All else is obliterated* 

After another 80 citation, the clipping attached as page 9, being withheld 



there areSBSTwo more 76 references, 3600 (OOiDallas file #76-4261 ) and 76-3600- 
12, which is provided, an SAC letter to the COP priising Comstock* s cooperation with Begis 
i^iinedy. There is no other file indicated on the letter,^ 





(76= escaped federal prisoner, etc*} 

1 The page 9 clipping reports that Comstock was among "the next 24 in line for lieur* 
ttpant**" Th^re is a duble vertioal marginal line opposite hie name and those close to it* 
Next there is ^ indices searches slip from which there are three ot^terationa • 
with tl;c b7c ^alm made only for the third, the name of the fugitive Comstock helped the 
FBI capture* Page 2 of missing 3004 refers to Comstock in connection with the aseaaainar- 
tion. The prior entry is entirely eliminated. 

The 10th page is 20 numbers higher in serialization* It is 3024A* By this slip, which 
is not included on tli^i search slip, 3024 was classified for the first time on 8/22/77* 

(By 2040, who I*ve observed is willing to classify almost anything*) The 7/1/77 date ia 
also used in thia* Tho record is r^^J^ected as also 62-109060-5224* In its place in that 
file is a slip 'showing referral to the CIA, which has not acted* Nine pages are indicated* 
But for the NO copy,. Serial 3024, the worksheets reflect that 2 rather than 2 
pages ore "previously processed*" Not unusually, into another memory hole^ith "previously 
processed^^^w extended by two pages* 



While reading; the NO files I become aware that the FBI had an inside souroe in the 
Garrison office# I also became aware that the records irrovidodi|v/hicli moy not be all 
and of course, there could have been more than one source] ptaa nox I'ulJawaie of the 
assassination operation of the Bd*s office# This could fit one whose major rea p o iml h1 r» 
lities wore a specialty > like narcotics# Which was Comstock* a# 

it may indeed have been FBI practise to write fine letters to the COP even if 
this is the only one I*ve seen in these many t h ousands of pa^s# Perhaps Casstook^s 
aid to the FBI was tliat unusually significant and helpful# 



If Comstoclc by any r<'Uiote chance were an FBI informer in side of Garrison* o office 



I would FBI to consider vrtLthholdlng of the fact proper althou^ in such an 
exceptional oituotiou I tliink the rl^^ts and wrones can be argued* I am not aejlag that 



the foregoing makes a case that Comstock was the or an FBI Infoxiner# Howewirp I m spying 
that the excessive and I believe unjustifiable withholdings require suspdeiont even thou£^ 
such abuse of FOli id FBI SOP# 

The use of the 80 file allegedly research (as by Orwell?) in the Inb for a newepaper 
ol^ippdng is pretty far out, as Ic the hidden existence of a Garrison file I*/e already 
reported as an '*00" file# And asked for# 

So also would be such use of a personnel file for nonF-persormel if not an aotnl 



applicant, not a Nixon/PB3^anny Schorr type nonpepplicant# 

’ Thiu entire thing, even with fudging on the numbers of po ^ pn and ex poste facto 



clasaificatioDs, requires the appeal I do make# 

It now also appears to be necessary to look in 00 and 67 files for what oan* t be found 
elsewhere if the records have anything to do with the assassi n ations or thoee who raised 
questions about them, like me. After all, did I not find records on me file^ as govermnent- 
employment candidate when I wasn't and wouldn't be? Which is tb say that the FBI did not 
hagin Orwellian ^uctlse in(tTl 1 ng with Schorr. 



